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In response to the Office Action dated May 9, 2003, the Applicant elecW Group I 
(claims 1, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 15, 17, 19, 24, 26, 28 and 30) with traverse. 

Specifically, Applicant notes that for a proper restriction requirement, the Examiner 
must show that the inventions are independent or distinct, and that there is a serious burden 
on the Examiner (MPEP at §803.01). Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-31 are 
directed to a single invention and are not independent and not distinct. 

Further, the Examiner alleges that Group III is related to Groups I/II as a combination 
and subcombination. However, Applicant respectfully submits that these inventions are not 
distinct as alleged by the Examiner. 

Moreover, Applicant notes that even if the Examiner can show that the inventions are 
distinct, the Examiner must show bv appropriate explanation that the inventions are 
separately classified, that the inventions have a separate status in the art, or that the inventions 
involve a different field of search (MPEP §808.02). 

In this case, the Examiner concedes that each of the inventions are i n the same class 
r257^ and subclass (79) . The Examiner alleges that the inventions have acquired a separate 
status in the art. However, the Examiner fails to support this allegation, stating only that 
inventions have a "different classification" which is incorrect, as conceded by the Examiner 
earlier. Therefore, even if these invention are considered related, no reasons exist for 
dividing among them . 
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Therefore, Applicant submits that the claimed invention of claims 1-31 are directed to 
a single invention. Therefore, the Examiner is respectfully requested to w^ithdraw this 



Should the Examiner find the application to be other than in condition for allowance, 
the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the local telephone number listed 
below to discuss any other changes deemed necessary in a telephonic or personal interview . 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency in fees or to credit 
any overpayment in fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-0481. 



McGinn & Gibb, PLLC 

8321 Old Courthouse Road, Suite 200 
Vienna, VA 22182-3817 
(703) 761-4100 
Customer No. 21254 



rejection. 



Respectfully Submitted, 





Phillip E. Miller 
Reg. No. 46,060 



